A citation analysis was done on literature cited in 1978, 1980, and 1982 
O ne of the major responsibilities of the Biomedical Sciences Department at Colorado State University (CSU) is to decide which books and journals the university library should purchase to support the teaching, research, and service programs of the Department of Occupational Therapy. CS U's occu pa tiona I therapy department offers an undergraduate major, and in the fall of 1982, after a hiatus of several years, reinstituted a master of science degree program. The department has 8 faculty members, 30 graduate students, and about 340 undergraduate majors.
After working with the occupational therapy faculty and students for several years, we had two impressions about the literature they appeared to need. First, the body of literature that could be specifically identified as occupational therapy was very small. Second, the literature that was potentially relevant to the work of occupational therapists was very large, covering many disciplines in various degrees of breadth and depth.
A review of the literature failed to uncover any papers about the literature of occupational therapy, thus indicating the need for an objective study. This paper is a study of the literature used by occupationa] therapists, as represen ted by those who have published in the American journal of Occupational Therapy.
Methods
The method used was a citation analysis as described by Gross and Gross (1). The concept of citation analysis is simple: Authors of papers cite other papers. These cited papers are assumed to have been used by the author and to be related to the subject of the author's paper. All of the literature cited (references) in original articles published in the American journal of Occupational Therapy during 1978 Therapy during , 1980 , and 1982 were tabulated. An original article was one listed in the table of contents under "Features" or "Brief or New." The latter section did not appear in all Issues.
All references cited were tabulated by type of publication, year of pu blication, journal or book title, and subject. Types of publica-tions were Books (monographs), Journals, and Other (theses, dissertations, technical reports, public laws, unpublished reports, papers presented at meetings, interviews, undated citations, videotapes, films, slides, pamphlets, brochures, and vague or incomplete references). If two or more publication dates were given, the earliest one was used.
The subject classifications used in the tables were constructed from the titles. Each book and journal title was assigned to a subject classification on the basis of the title only. (In the case of journals, only the journal title was used, not the title of the article.) No attempt was made to physically examine these works to determine their subject content. Each title was assigned to one and only one subject category based on what was perceived to be the major emphasis of the work. Because the subject classifications were based on actual titles, they differ slightly for books and journals. The assignment of subjects to titles was confirmed by a faculty member in the occupational therapy department.
The 122 citations in the Other category were included only in the overall analysis (Table I) . They were not included in the analysis by title, subject, or year. Citations to the American Journal of Occupational Therapy were not included in the analysis by year.
Since journals frequently change title, all citations to a journal were The journal titles were classified into broad subject areas. This breakdown is shown in proximately 5). Each zone should produce about one third of the toweighted toward book.s. Occupabiomedical sciences and the social tal number of relevant papers. Actional therapy as a subject had sevsciences. With this in mind, the balcording to Bradford's law, the eral book titles but few journal tiance between the use of books and num bel' of journals in each of the tles.
the use of journals appears reasonthree zones in this study should The years of publication of able.
have been approximately 2, 10, books cited are shown in Table 7 .
The distribution or "scatter" of and SO. (Bradford's law assumes As was the case with journals, most journals cited (Tables 2 and 3) is the first zone contains two or more titles cited (83.2%) were published before 1978, with 17.4% published This 17.2% is also considerably lower than lSI's corresponding data for the social sciences (6) for which the percentage is 33.2%. Our study seems to indicate that occupational therapists who are publishing (and by implication doing research) may not be using the most current information available. It may also indicate that occupational therapists are relying too much on papers and books cited in the literature they are reading instead of using more upto-date indexing or abstracting services to identify relevant information. Students and practitioners may not be getting adequate instruction on the availability and use of information sources and information-gathering techniques, or they simply may not have access to these resou rces.
The lSI has not published chronological distribution data for books. Scientific books, by virtue of the process of their production, are outdated by at least one or two years on the day they are released for distribution. Undoubtedly, many of the works cited are considered classics by occupational therapists but even classics can be updated by new information.
Conclusions
This study supports our subjective impressions about the nature of the literature that published occupational therapists have actually used. The literature of occupational therapy, or at least the literature that can be specifically identified as being intended for occupational therapists, is very small, apparently consisting of one journal and a few books. Such small numbers mean that the editorial viewpoint that guides the publication of new information may be narrow, with one or two groups having great influence on what will and will not be published.
Occupational therapists are using a wide variety of literature from many disciplines, especially those which have social science orientations. This heavy reliance on the literature of other disciplines means that occupational therapists are not in direct control of either the production of new knowledge relevant to them or the peer review process which evaluates this knowledge. The results of this study seem to indicate that a large body of knowledge relevant to occupational therapy IS not being influenced by occupational therapists. This raises a question about the effect this lack of control could have on the direction of research and service programs.
An unexpected finding was the apparent reliance on older literature. As an allied health field, where patient care IS paramount, occupational therapists may want to review their information-gathering techniques and consider using Science Citation Index or Social Science Citation Index to update the information they find In older works.
